











Pluralism, Deliberation, Public Sphere: On Ratio-
nality and Justification of Political Decision
KIMURA, Kotaro
Abstract
In this paper, the logical and cognitive conditions of deliberation in the public sphere
are examined. Specially, we examine Jürgen Habermas' theory of democracy. What is
the meaning of the public deliberation? This question tests the validity of the theory of
deliberation democracy. Many citizens will be excluded if the deliberation is imposed
more rigid requirements for membership. By contrast, if the conditions of the delibera-
tion are made in a muddle, the theory of deliberation democracy will hardly be able to



















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































論もある。cf. Fishkin, James S. and Peter Laslett,
Debating Deliberative Democracy, Blackwell, 2003.
Gutmann, Amy and Dennis Thompson, Why Delib-
erative Democracy?, Princeton University Press,
2004. 篠原一『市民の政治学　討議デモクラシ
ーとは何か』、岩波書店、2004年。
２．Baynes, Kenneth, The Normative Grounds of So-
cial Criticism : Kant, Rawls, and Habermas, State
University of New York Press , 1992; Benhabib,
Seyla, "Deliberative Rationality and Models of
Democratic Legitimacy," Constellations I, 1994,
pp.26-52.
３．Habermas, Jürgen, Die Einbeziehung des An-





５．Rawls, John, "The Domain of the Political and
Overlapping Consensus," John Rawls: Collected Pa-
pers, ed. by Samuel Freeman, Harvard University
Press, 1999, pp.478-479. ロールズは、rational（合
理的）と reasonable（理性的）を区別する。see.
op. cit., pp.315-317.
６．Fraser, Elizabeth and Nicola Lacey, "Politics in
the Public in Rawls' Political Liberalism," Political
Studies, XLIII 1995, pp.233-247; O'Sullivan, Noël,
"Differance and the Concept of the Political in Con-
temporary Political Philosophy," Political Studies,
XLV 1997, pp.739-754; Kukathas, Chandran, and
Philip Petit, Rawls: A Theory of Justice and Its Crit-
ics, Stanford University Press, 1990; Habermas,
Jürgen, op. cit., S.65ff.（邦訳、62－92頁。）;
Mouffe, Chantal, "Democracy, Power, and the 'Polit-
ical'," Seyla Benhabib ed., Democracy and Differ-
尚美学園大学総合政策研究紀要第９号／2005年３月
32
ence: Contesting the Boundary of the Political Lib-
eralism, Priceton Unversity Press, 1996, pp.252-253.





問いを区別する。cf. Habermas, Faktizität und
Geltung: Beiträge zur Diskurstheorie des Rechts und













Rawls, "The Domain of the Political and Overlap-
ping Consensus," John Rawls: Collected Papers,
p.474.
12．Rawls, John, Political Liberalism, p.38.
13．Gutmann, Amy, "The Challenge of Multicultural-
ism in Political Ethics" Philosophy & Public Affairs,
Vol.22, Nr. 3, 1993, pp.171-206.
14．op. cit., p.200.
15．Gutmann, Amy and Deniss Thompson, "Moral
Conflict and Political Consensus," Ethics, 101 1990,
pp.76-88.
16．Gutmann,"The Challenge of Multiculturalism in
Political Ethics" p.195.






19．Habermas, Faktizität und Geltung, passim.
20．op. cit., S.143ff.（邦訳、上巻、140－147頁。）




24．Habermas, Die Einbeziehung des Anderen,
S.290f. （邦訳、282－284頁。）
25．Fraser, Nancy, "Rethinking the Public Sphere: A
Contribution to the Critique of Actually Exisiting
Democaracy," Craig Calhoun ed., Habermas and the


















27．cf. Wittgenstein, Ludwig, Philosophical Investi-












28．Barber, Benjamin, Strong Democracy, University
of California Press, 1984, p.154.
29．Habermas, Moralbewußtsein und kommunikatives
Handeln, S.75.（邦訳、108頁。）
30．op. cit., S.131.（邦訳、191頁。）
31．Walzer, Michael, Interpretation and Social Criti-
cism, Harvard University Press, 1987, pp.11-12.
（ウォルツァー『解釈としての社会批判』、大川
正彦、川本隆史訳、風行社、1996年、14頁。）
32．Ackerman, Bruce, Social Justice in the Liberal
State, Yale University Press, 1980, pp.10-11.
33．Ackerman, Bruce, Why Dialogue?, Journal of
Philosophy 86, 1989, p.16.






36．Barber, op. cit., p.129.
37．cf. Geuss, Raymond, The Ideal of a Critical Theo-
ry: Habermas and the Frankfurt School, Cambridge
University Press, 1981; Walzer, Michael, "A Cri-
tique of Philosophical Conversation," The Philo-
sophical Forum XXI, Fall-Winter, 1989-90, p.186.






Habermas, Moralbewußtsein und kommunikatives
Handeln, S.78.（邦訳、111頁。）
40．cf. Benhabib, Seyla, Situating the Self, Routledge,
1992, pp.33-38.
41．Habermas, Faktizität und Geltung, S.217ff.（邦
訳、上巻、211-220頁。）; Dryzek, John, "Discur-
sive Design: Critical Theory and Political Institu-








味する。cf. Benhabib, op. cit.






mas, Die Einbeziehung des Anderen, S.290.（邦訳、
282頁。）
尚美学園大学総合政策研究紀要第９号／2005年３月
34
